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OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT OF TESTIMONY FOR THE 
DEFENSE OF ORGANIZATIONS, TAKEN BEFORE A 
COMMISSION APPOINTED BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
MILITARY TRIBUNAL PURSUANT TO PARAGRAPH 

A4 OF THE ORDER OF THE TRIBUNAL DATED 

13 MARCH 1946. 


SUBMISSION OF AFFIDAVITS BY THE DEFENSE 
PURSUANT TO THE ORDER OF THE TRIBUNAL 
DATED 5 JULY 1946. 


24 July 1946 


COMMISSIONER: 
Mr. George R. Taylor 
CORPS OF POLITICAL LEADERS 
(The Commission convened at 1000 Hours) 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: How many affidavitd do you have, doctor? 

DR. GRUBE: Dr. Grube for Dr. Servatius, I have eleven affidavits. 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Go ahead, doctor, proceed with your affidavits. 

DR. GRUBE: I'm submitting eleven affidavits numbered 24 to 34, pertain- 
ing to the general problem of composition, function, and authorities of the 
Political Leaders. I have briefly summarized the contents of these affi- 
davits. I have produced a brief summary pertaining to each one of these 
affidavits. In order to save time, I have agreed with the court stenographers 
that I will not read the summaries in German, The contents of these summaries 
will be read in Fnglish only. The German text has been given to the German 
court stenographer; however, I beg to have the verbatim transcript of the 
summaries contained in the German as well as the English transcripts. 


COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Very well. 


οϱου0ρ0ρροθρθορρορθρροροθροθος 
DR. GRUBE: I'm submitting affidavit #24 by KARL HEDERICH, dated 9.7.46. 


It treats the question of how large a number of Political Leaders is Ἱππάπκχηπὰ 
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put under charges by the prosecution. Hederich was a member of the Reibh 
Leadership of the NSDAP, He was a deputy chairman of the Party official 
examination commission for NS-publications from 1934 to 1945. In this 
quality, he had also to treat statistical material and to summarize it. 
He is well informed pertaining to the question treated in his affidavit. 
It is known that the prosecution assumes that the charges against the so- 
called "Corps of Political Leaders" and comprizes of f&$$y9ex 600,000 in- 
dividuals.  Hederich, however, shows in his affidavit that the number of 
Political Leaders who come under the charges in reality amounts to at least 
1,540,000 people. Hederich states explicitly that this number is a very 
low one, and that he has taken into consideration the fact that sometimes 
a person had fulfilled several functions in the Party simultaneously. In 
consideration of the importance which the decision of the Tribunal will 
have, I believe it necessary that the affidavit should be translated. 
The parts of it which should be translated are marked in blue. I should 
like to apply for translation of this. 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Any objection to the submission of the affidavit? 

COL. ORLOV: No objection. 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Let the affidavit be marked PL-24 and mention 
be made of the request by the defense counsel that same be translated. 

JERR HARE RE OHEHEHHEHHHEHHHE 

DR, GRUBE: I now submit affidavit #25, pertaining to the question as to 
what was the significance of the Organization Book in reality. Three affi- 
davits are available which are complementary to each other. Each one of 
the affidavits explains a different point. We have the first of tne cures 


affidavits with the number 25. It was submitted on the 26th of June 1946 by 


FRIEDRICH SCHMITT. Friedrich Schmitt was deputy Gauleiter of Wuerttemberg 


from 1933 to 1937. Since the first of May 1937, he was chief of the central 
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training amt in the Reich organization leadership. In his affidavit Schmitt 
proves that he has discussed again and again with the author of the Organizatioh 
Book Mehnert, about the contents of the book, According to his affidavit, 
Schmitt has explained to Mehnert repeatedly, “irst, he was aware that the 
Organization Book does not reflect the actual situation within the Party. 
X& Second, the Organization Book was edited and constructed the way the 
organization should be constructed only in the future, 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Are there any objections to the affidavit? 

COL. ORLOV: No, 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Let the affidavit be marked PL-25 for identification. 
No request for translation of the affidavit? 

DR. GRUBE: No, 


recess 
COMMISSIONER TAYLOR:  let's/zugouxm for about thirty minutes. 


Recess: 1030 hours 
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DR, GRUBE: Affidavit No. 26, dated 10 July 
1946, submitted by the former organization leader of the 
Gau Munick, upper Bavaria, Adem Fortsche 

Summary: It first declares that the orgmization 
book is merely thought out instructions and summary of the 
plans for the future of the Reich Organization Leaders and 
expertse 

In a der to prove that the Reich Organization 
Leader himself, that is to say, the editor of the book, 
considered the organization book merely a theoretical work, 
Foertsch gives the follow ng example: 

1. Never fas the e been any directive of the 
Reich Organization Leaders became known which r equired that 
the matters written in the œ ganization book was actually 
tobe executed or put into practice. 

2. The Central Personnel office of the Reich 
Organization leaders only has given a part of the plans 
or positions in the ampts which were provided in the 
organization book in ode that they may be filled. 

3. If the intention of the Reich Organization 
Book Leaders would have been not merely plans as shown 
in the organization book but the final judgment of the 
party organization, there would hawe been no reason for 


the corrected editions of the organization book which 


w 
appeared within very brief intervals as issued by Dr. | 


Ley. 
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Foertsch further explains that the orgmization book 
did not correspond to theres situation within the party and 
that it had seen anne by only a few political leaders. 
Finally, Foertsch shows that the party offices rejected 
sharply the plans of the Reich organization leaders 88 
summarized in the ongenization book. “hey declared them 
untenable sime the channels d authority as shown in the 
organization book were much too sketchy and did nct take 
into consideration in anyway at all the difference of the 
gau Kruse. That would kx have taken away from the party 
the required mobility and the possibility to adapt themselves 
to the m evsiling situation. 
MR. TAYLOR: Is there any objection to the affi- 
davit as submitted? 
COLONEL ORLOV: ΝΟ. 


MR. TAYLOR: Let the affidavit be marked Political 


Leader No.26 for identification. 


SENATE IESE 
DR. GRUBE: The third affidavit pertaining to 
the organization book is No. 27, It is dated the 26th 
of July 1946 and comes from Hederich and as previously 
shown by me he was a deputy of the party official examination 
commission of N S publications, 
In this affidavit “ederich shows thefollowing: 
1. The Fuehrer himself did not agree to any 


part of the organization book. He did not wish to make 
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final decisions pertaining to the organization s tructure 


of the party. Hitler, however, appreciated the fact that 


the Reich Organization Leader Ley needed a preliminary 


working basis. Only for this reason, that Dr, ey needed 
a preliminary working basis, was the organization book 
published. 

2. Hederich further shows in the affidavit that 
he himself discussed with the author of the organization 
book Mehnert why Mehnert had inserted the block and zellen 
leiters under the hoheitstraeger, while according tonthe 
directives of the fuehrer and the deputy of the fuehrer 
the block and zellen leiters were not hoheitstraegers, 

Mehnert during this conference has explained: 

(a) The insertion of block and zellen leiters 
in his organization book, among the hoheitstraeger was 
merely a matter of purely organizational form. In the 
matter itself, that is to say, the position of the block 
and zellen leiters it should not have beencchanged in 
any way by the insertion of the block and zellen leiters 
among the hoheitstraeger in the organization book, 

(b) On the basis of the affidavit of Hederich 
Mehnert gives the following reasons fa the insertion of 
the block and zellen leiters among the hoheitstraegers in 
the organization. If Mehnert did not insert the block 
and zellen leiters among the hoheitstraegers in the or- 


ganization book, the organization book besides the real 
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hoheitstraeger and their co-workers wuld require the 
introduction c a third position category of political 
leaders. He instead avoided that. 

(ο On the basis of the affidavit by “ederich 
Mehnert explains that in no case should a collective re- 
sponsibility as typical of the hoheitstraeger be extended 
to bhe block and zellen leiters by their insertion under 
hoheitstraegers in the organization book. 

3. Hederick finally in kx his affidavit explicitly 
states: 

(a) In practice block and zellen leiters never 
could exercise the rights of real hoheitstraegers or were 
permitted to exer@ise them. 

(b) Ortsgruppenleiters were the last hoheits- 
traegers toward the bottom, that is, the last political 
leaders with colle ctive responsibility within the spatial 
areas, right of meetings and disciplinary authority. 

"onsidering the significance of the affidavit 
I request that it be translated. 

MR. TAYLOR: Let the affidavit be marked Politica 
Leader Nc. 27 and the request of counsel fhat the same 
be translated in full is noted in the record. 

Bese 

DR. GRUBE: The next affidavit originates with 

Adam loertsch and is No, 28. He is the former gau organiz- 


ation leader of gau Munich in upper Bavaria, 
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In this affidavit No. 28, dated the 26th of July, 1946, 
Adam “oertsch shows the following: 

There never was a corps of political leaders, that is, 
an organizational collection or something resembling a corps 
of political leaders. ‘the political leaders were nothing 
else but party members who were commissioned with the rank 
of political leaders without their having any special α ganiz- 
ational characterization on that basis, 

Because of km their difference in personal character- 
istics, on the basis of the difference of their functions and 
on the basis of the manifold organizations within which they 
exercised these functions the political leaders wREX were 
differentiated as a number of people and that they could 
never have been in practice a corps with an unified idealogy 
and az attitude as for instance the officers corps. The 
affidavit by *oertsch expresses the fact that the political 
leaders never could have been put into one organization 
by the deputy mfxkXhmxXaxdmmsxxxhkeh:-xxzxkpcoc maahinkkmgdxkkrxx 
of the leaders which prohibited the characterization "o" 
for the collectivity of the political 19 aders, and that 
the official designation of the political leaders did nct 
read “members of the corps of the political leaders" and 


"political leaders of the NSDAP,” 


Second, in his affidavit No, 28, Foertsch remarks 


further who, on the basis cf Nazi terminology was a political 


leader, He explains that it was very necessary to differ- 
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entiate between function and rank. Those who were commission- 

ed with the rank of a political leader were also called political 
leiters. Only a fraction of the people who performed a function 
inthe party were commissioned political leaders. As m ex 
ample, “oertsch cites that according to an estimate, the Gau 


Munich in Upper Bavaria, had about ttwenty per-cent cf those 


people w o were functionaries of the party as political 


leaders. The remaining eighty per-cent never were commission- 


ed political leaders though they fulfilled exactly the same 
functionas the party members who had been commissioned 
political leaders. 

Furthermore, *oertsch in his affidavit states that 
the area d' activity, the authority and responsibility of 
those people who were functionaries of the party did not de- 
pend upon their having been commissioned with the rank d 
political leaders and which rank they were commissicned 
with.  Importaht only was the function and nct the political 
leader rank, An example given by Foertsch shows that a 
party member who, for ins tance, was commissioned with the 
leadership of an orts gruppe and who was given a commission 
with the corresponding political leader rank had the s ame 
authority and functions as an œ tsgruppen leiter who was 
never commissioned with the political leiter rank. 

Furthermore, Foertsch shows in his affidavit 
that the party officials which called someone to a function 


within the party were not identical with those offices 





- ΙΙΙ 


1100 - 1200 

29 July 1946 

Affidavits 

which commissioned someone withthe political leader 
ranke 

For exemple he gives: 

The ampt of the Gau Munich leader was handed out by 
the gauleiter, whereas the commission of the political rank 
as Gau Munich leader was issued by the leader, 

Finally, "oertsch states that if any party member 
on the basis of his being a member cf the NSDAP had accept- 
ed any functi on within the party to which he was xExXix 
called, the decision of whether such a functionary should 
also be commissioned with a rank of a political leader 
was only up to the hoheitstraeger without the functionary 
himself having any influence whatsoever, 

DR, G RUBE: Since mmxxmfxkx the problem of who 
is a politica leader is one of the focal problems of the 
trial I believe it necessary that the affidavit Foertsch 
ex which treats this question thoroughly should be 
translated in full. 


MR. TAYLOR: If there is no objection to the 


affidavit, it w 11 be marke d Political Leaders No, 28 


and the request of Defense Counsel that the same be 
translated is noted. 

Doctor, it appears that you are not writing 
a summary on these but you are giving ma e or less 8 


great part of the affidavit. 
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DR. GRUBE: The following or s are very much more 
concise and I could not make the other ones shor tere :05 rtsch 


gives a very, very long affidavit and I have discussed it 


with Mr. Foertsch and asked him to concentrate it, otherwise 


1t would be too long and I wanted to bring the attention 
of the Commissbon to parts of the contents and put it into 
the recordes 

MR. TAYLOR: Let the affidavit be marked Political 
Leaders No. 28-6 

aH 

DR. GRUBE; In this connection, I an submitting 
affidavit No. 29, dated 26 July, 1946, from Von Max Davidts, 
who at the last was the leader of the Ampt for propaganda 
speakers and sitting in the central office of the Reich 
Fropoganda Leadership of the NSDAP, 

Firstly, Davidts shows in this affidavit what 
the tasks of the propaganda speakers consisted of. However, 
the greatest importance of this affidavit is contained in 
Davidts showing explicitly that there was no political 
16 ader rank for the gau and Reich speaker of the party. 
Consemently the propaganda speakers of the party were not 
politifal leaders. If a speaker forthe partywas a 
political leader he was only a political leader in such 
cases when a political leader, besides being a speaker for 
the Reich also had another commission in the party and was 


commissioned in the political leiter rank on the basis of 
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tjat function, 

MR. TAYLOR: If there is no objection the affidavit 
willbe marked Polttical “eaders No. 29 for identification. 

HHA 

DR. GRUBE: The next affidavit submitted by me 
is affidavit No, 30 from Alfons Schaller, Yuring the pro- 
cedure before the Commission the Prosecution has bubmitted 
document Organization No, 12-d-901 A, a circular of the: 
gau organization at Cologne, dated ól January, 19414. Two 
affidavits were submitted pertaining to this circular. One 


affidavit originates with ^lfons Schaller, dated the 12th 
of July 1946. 


Alfons Schaller was kreis leiter of the Kreis 


of Cologne from 1933 to 1945, He shw s in his affidavit the 
following facts: 

1. Schaller states that during the permanent 
inspection and controls of the ats gruppe, of which he was 
in charge, the card index was used solely in œ đer to 
collect statistical figures and to summarize them. These 
statistical facts were needed when questions came up per- 
taining to children, assistants, marriage leans, issuance 
of ration points and so on, 

2. Alfons Schaller explains explicitly that 
the household card index as required by the circular dated 
the 3lst cf “arch 1941, never was enlarged to a political 


card index in any single ortsgruppe under hime 
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MR. TAYLOR: What is the point of these affidavits? 

DR. GRUBE: The prosecution charged the household 
card indexes were used as political card indexes, To prove 
this, the Prosecution submitted the document œ ganization 12- 
D-901 A dated the 31 January 1941, a circular of the gau 
organization of Cologne. 

MR. MARECOO: The submission of the document by 
the prosecution was that the card indexes were the basis cf 
the spy system for the political le aders and I think this 
affidavit is relevant. 

MR. TAYLOR: Proceed with it then: 

DR. GRUBE: Schaller expressly states that he had 
never found any orts gruppe having over-stepped this pro- 
hibition, 

3. Furthermore, Alfons Schaller explains explicitzy 
that κ the lists which were requested by the circular 
dated 31 Jmuary, 1941, were requested by the Xx block and 
zellen leiters and were not mentioned in any single orts 
gruppe. Against that circular the card index of the 
orts gruppe was kept current by the individual households 
receiving questionaires to be filled out by them. 


4. Finally, Alfons Schaller explains that the political 


ἃ, 
forms were exclusively a matter pertaining to the kreis leiter. 


The kreis leiters here used the services of the chief of 
the kreis personnel office, ihe last mehtioned procured 


the necessary data from the a tsgruppen leiters. Schaller 
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assures most definitely that the block and zellen leiters 


had nothing to do with kx the procurement of the material 
form 
for the political/gusgmankx, The material was procured 


exclusively bythe œ tsgruppen leiter who again used the 
chief of the personnel office for that mmxrmm purpose. 

R. GRUBE: Ireouest a translation of this 
affidavit because it is very max impottant as it is marked 
in blue. 

MR. TAYLOR: If there is no objection the 
affidavit as submitted will be marked Political +eadeas 
No. 30 for identification and the request of Defense 


Counsel for a translation will be noted in the record, 
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Second, up to the time of capitulation none 
41 political leiters had become aware 
ter Sprenger had ordered 


to retire to the interior of 





files, etc., were 
destroyed. 
Thirdly, none of 
anything about the so-ca 


tions with the purpose of 


Vocum 
an language use 
terminology. 
Seventh, 


is absurd and 


tighth, the form and content of Document D-728 


make it easy to recognize that this is forgery. 


1 . 
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(No objections ) 
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OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT OF TESTIMONY FOR THE 
DEFENSE GF ORGANIZATIONS, TAKEN BEFORS A 
COMMISSION APCINTED BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
MILITARY TRIBUNAL PURSUANT TO PARAGRAPH 
OF THE ORDER OF THE TRIBUNAL DATE 

13 MARCH 1966 


SUBMISSION OF AFFIDAVITS BY THE DEFENSE 
PURSUANT TO THE ORDER OF THE TRIBUNAL 
DATED 5 JULY 19}16ᾳ᾽ 
29 July 1966 
COMTISS TONER. s 


Mre Georg e Re Taylor. 


CORPS OF POLITICAL LEADERS 


(The Commission convened at 1000 Hours) 


σα ISSIONER TAYLOR: How many affidavits do you have, doctor? 
DR. GRUBE: ; for Dre Servatius, I have eleven affidavits. 
COM ISSIONER TAYLOR (A, doctor, proceed with your affidavits. 
DR. GRUBE: I am submitting elovc. affidavits numbered 2l to 3h, 
pertaining to the general problem of composition, function and authorities of 
Political leaders, I have briefly summarized the contents 


e 


I have produced a brie? sumaary pertaining to ea 
fYidavitse In order to save time, I have agreed with the court stenographers 
I will not read the sum es in Gormane The contents of these summaries 
will be read in English onlye The Germim text has been bO German 
court stenographer; however, I beg to have the verbatim transcript of the 
sumarics contained in the German as well as the English transcripts, 
co 
Die GRUB2: I'm submitting affidavit #2) by Karl Hederich, dated 9.7.l6. 
t treats the question of how large a nunbor of Political leaders 
under chorges by the prosecution.  Hederich was a menber cf the Reich Leader- 
ship of the NSLP. He was a deputy chairman of the Party official examination 
comission for NS-publications from 193) to 19:5. In this quality, he had also 
to treat statistical material and to summarize ite He is well inforred 
pertaining to the question treated in his affidavit. It is know that the 
prosecution assumes that the charges against the so-called "Corps of Political 


Leaders" comprises 600,000 individuals, Hederich, however, shows in his 


‘ORR 
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affidavit that the number of Political Leaders whocome under the charges in 
reality amounts to at least 1,510,000 people. Hederich states explicitly 
that this number is a very low one, and that he has taken into consideration 
the fact that sometimes a person had fulfilled several functions in the Party 
Simultanecuslye In consideration of the importance which the decision of 
the Tribunal will have, I believe it necessary that the affidavit should be 
tronslatede The parts of it which should be translated are marked in blue, 
hould like to apply for tronsloticn of this, 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: <Any objection to the submission of the affidavit? 

COL, ORLOV: No objecti ne 

COMiISSIONER TAYLOR: Let the affidavit be marked PL-2] and mention 
be made of the request by the defense counsel that same bo transloted. 

Ce oe 

DRe GRUBE: I now submit affidavit #25, pertaining t ο question 
to what was the significance of tho Opranization Book in reality. Three 
affidavits aro available which are complerentary to each other, Each 
the affidavits explains a different pointe We have the first 

| with the number 25, It was submitted on the 26th of June 1946 by 


Friedrich Schritte Friedrich Schmitt was deputy Gauleiter of W2rttemberg fron 


1933 to 1937e Since the first of May 1937, he was chief of tho contral 


training amt in the Reich organization leadership. In his affidavit Schmitt 
has discussed ag and again with the author of the 
Organization Book Mehnert, & out the contents of the booke According to his 
affidavit, Schmitt has explained to Mehnert repeatedly. First, he was aware 
that the Organization Book does not reflect the actual situation within the 
Party. Second, the Organization Book was edited and constructed the way the 


organization should be constructed only in the futuree 


COITISSIONER TAYLOR: Are there any objections to the affidavit? 


COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Let the affidavit bo marked PI-25 for identifica- 
tione No request for translation of the affidavit? 

ΡΕ. GRUEE: Noe 

σα ISS TONER TAYLOR Let's recess for about thirty minutese 


Recess: 1030 hours 
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DR. GRUBE: Affidavit Noe 26, dated 10 Huly 1946, submitted by the 


29 JulyeJH-3-Cook 


former organization leader of the Gau iMunick, upper Bavaria, Adam Foertsche 

Sunnary: It first dechares that the organization book is merely thought 
out instructions and summary of the plans for the future of the Reich 
Organization Leaders and expertse 

In order to prove that the Reich Organization Leader himself, that is to 
say, the editor of the book, considered the organization book merely a 
theoretical work, Foertsch gives the following example: 

le Never has there been any directive of the Reich Organization Leaders 
became imovn which required thet the matters written in the organization book 

y to be executed or put into practice, 

e Central Personnel office of the Reich Organization leaders only 
given a part of the plans or positi s in the amts which were provided in 
organization book in order that they may te filled. 

If the intention of the Reich OrganigationBook Leaders would have 
plans as shown in the organization book but the final judgment of 
ranization, there would have been no reason for the corrected editions 


organization book which appesred within very brief intervals as issued 


Foertsch further explains that “ue organization book did not correspond 
the real situation within the party and that it had been read by 

political leaderse 

Finally, Foertsch shows that the party of offices rejected sharply the 
plans of the Reich organization leaders as summarized in the organization book, 
They ceclared them untenable since tho channels of authority as shown in the 
organization book were much too sketchy and did not take into consideration in 
any way at all the difference of tho gau Krusee That would have taken away 
from the party the required mobility and the possibility to adapt themselves 
to the provailihg situatione 

MR. TAYIOR: Is there any objoction to the affidavit as submitted? 

COLONEL ΟΠΕ: . Noe 

MR. TiYLOR: Let the affidavit be marked Political Leader No, 26 for 


identification, 
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DRe GRUBE The third affidavit pertaining to the organization book 
Now 27e It is dated tho 13th of July 1946 and comes fron Hederich and 
previously shcwn by me he was adoputy of the party official ex, in ation 
of NS publicati -nse 
in this affidavit Hodorich shows the following: 
le The Fuchrer himself did not agree to any part of the organization 
bocke He ‘id not wish to make final decisions pertaining to the organization 
structure of tho party. Hitler, hcowover, appreciated the fact that the 
Reich Organization Leader Ley needed a preliminary working basise Only for this 
reason, that Dr. Ley noodod a proliminery working basis, was the organization 
bock published, 
ὃν Hederich further shows in the affidavit that he himself discussed 
with the author of the organization book Mehnert why Mehnert had inserted 
the block and zellen leitors under the hohoitstraeger, while according to 
the directives of the fuehrer and the “ους of the fuchrer the block and 
zellon loitors were not hohoitstre 
Mehnert during this conference : 
fhe insertion of block and zellen leiters in his organization 
tho hoheitstraeger was merely a matter of purely organizational 
In the matter itself, that is to say, the position of the block md 
zollonleltors it should not have been changed in any way by tho insertion 
of the block arm’ zellen leitors ax ong the hoheitstraeger in the orcanizaticn 


booke 


(b) on the basis of tho affidavit of Hederich Mehnert gives the 


followin; reasons for the insertion of ino block and zellen leitors æong the 


anon 


hoheitstraegers in the orrantzation. If Mehnort did not insert theblock 
anc. zellen leiters among the hohoitstraorors in the organization book, the 


organization book besides the rcal 
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MH. TaYLOR: ‘hat is the pcint of these affidavits ? 

DR. GRUBEs fhe prosecution charged the household card indexes were 
used as political card indexese To prove this, the Prosecution submitted 
the docuuent organigation 12-D-901 A “ated the 31 January 191, a circular 
of the gau organization of Cologne, 

S. MARRECOs Th. submission ca the document by the prosecution was 
that the card indexes were the basis f the spy system for the politiéal 
leaders and I think this affidavit is relevante 

MP. TaYLORs Proceed with it then 8 

Di. GRUBEs Schaller expressly states that the had never found any 
orts gruppe having overestepped this prohibition. 

3e Furthermore, Alfons Schaller explains explicitly that the lists 
which were requested by the circula: iateó 31 January, 1941, were requested 
by the block and zellen leiters and were not mentioned in any single orts 
gruppee Against that circular the ca-2 index of the orts gruppe 
current by the individual households receiving questicnaires tc 


out by theme 


he Finally, ^lfons Schaller explatrs that the political forms were 


exclusively a matter pertaining to “he kreis leiter, The kreis leitcrs here 
services of the chief of the kreis personnel office, The last 
d procured the necessary data from the ortsgruppen leiterse Schaller 
assures most definitely that the block and zellen leiters had nothing to 
ἐς with the procurement of the material for the political forme The material 
was procured exclusively by the ortsgruppen leiter who again used the chief 
of the perscnnel office for that purpose,» 
Di, SRUBEs I request a translation of this affidavit because it is 
very important as it is marked in bl-e. 
MR. TAILOR} If there is no objection the affidavit as submitted will 
be marked Politiéal Leaders Noe 30 for identification anc the request of 


Defense Ccunsel for a translation will be noted in the recorde 
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DR, GRIBES Affidavit No, 31 by Richard Schaller, This afficavit 
portains to the circular of tho Gau Orranizations Office, Koelneiachen 
à The affidavit is dated 2.76 and has received Affidavit 


Number 31. Reicharc Schaller was deputy Gauleiter of the Gau KoclneAachon 


from 1932 το 1945e In his affidavit Richard Schaller mkes the following 


statement 4 
First, ho is completely igno-.nt of the circular dated 31 January 19ll. 
Second, it is true that at one tim or the other investigations were 
maie, aS to who had subscribed to ti . "Voelkischen Beobachter", But the 
only to ascertain the number of the subscribers of that publi- 
cations No political pur, oses followed with thate If the latter would 
have beun the case it would not have been an investigation as to wh» 


subscribed to the Vo.lkischen Bocbachter, but it would heve been found cut 
3 


Who subscribed to | of f ML party organ cf Western Germany, which was 
the Westdeutschen 
al intents of any kind were inherent in the inves- 
to what radio apparatus was available in the individual house 
only wanted to find ut figures for possibly instituting 
common listening meetings during important racic broadcastse 
Fourth, on the basis of the directives of the deputy of the leader 
in the Gau KoelneAachen also, it w= not the lower political lciters who 
were competent for issuing soecallec "political judgments", tut it was 
exclusively a matter Hoheitstraeger, and not f-r Ortsgruppenleiter Aufwaorts, 
but from Kreisloiter Aufwaertse 
Fifth, afficavit dated 31.14.19h1 further requested that the house- 
hold cavd index was to contain data pertaining to the »rocuremunt of the 
Swastika flaz3 further, data pertaining to church affiliations; pertaining 
also to behavior during one dish and other collecti ns, those directives 
which can be put only te the account of arbitrary actions on the part of the 
Gau Organizations Leader, Lindaue 
Finally Schaller says in his affidavit that the publisher of this 


So-called ci: ular had suffered from a severe automobile accident, and that 
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this accident hac serious consequences cn Lindau which caused the Gaulei- 
tung finally to consider the mental balance of Lindau, 

11} MARECCOs$ T don't think that that is very relevant, Sire 

COMHESSIONERs$ Who makes thi affidavit ? 

Die GRUBEs It comes from the Deputy Gau Leader, Richard Schaller, 
In my opiniong I believe that Schallor, Deputy Gay Leader, must have been 
well aware of what circulars were issued, and what their contents werce 
and furthermore, what was presumably in these circulars and hcw far it 
corres; nded to the directives issued by th. Party authcritiess For thcsé 
1easons, this witness is a very important one, to use We were not able 
to have him here before the Commission, and that is why we present his 
atficavite 

COMMISSIONER: What about his mental state ? 

DR, GRUBE}. That is not the mental cap city of the witness which was 
referred to, but cf hischief, whose deputy he was». The man who issued 
the circular, not the one who made the afficavit, 

Me MARECCO: Νο objectionse 

COMMISSIONER: Let the affidavit be marked Political Leaders Noe: 31 


identification. 


Di, GRUBE} Affidavit 326 
The Prosecution has submitted Document D-72808. It is an alleged circular of 
the Gaulciter Sprenger dated 15 March 1945, addressed to the Kreisleiter 
of the "au HesseneNa sau, and a further circular of Sprenger which is not 
datede I am submitting tw. afficavits pertaining to this documente The 
first Noe, 32 was given by Walter “eyse dated 2307019464, Since 1925 Heyse 
was activo as elcsest co-worker of S: renger in the Gauleitung HesscneNassau,. 
He was subsequently Gaugeschacftsfuehrer, Gaupropagandaleiter, Gauorganisa- 
tionsleiter,. Gauinspekteur, Adjutant des Gauleiters Sprenger,.and chief 
of the Ga personale 

Heyss states that he is complet ly aware cf Gauleiter Sprenger's man- 
ners, his way of expressing himself and the form in which his circulars,etc,, 


were issuede. 
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Heyse states explicitly in his affi avit that for this reason he can give 
competent testimony as to Document Noe D-728, the alleged circularse Pertai- 
ning to the external form of these two circulars, Heyse states that as re- 
cards style as well as grammatical errors -they are Sc completely false, thosc 


documents, that they could not possi ly have emanated from an auth.r wh: is 


acqusirted with the German languagce Heyse states primarily that it was nt 
usual for Party office terminology to address Ortsgruppenleiter, Kreislciter, 
and so on, as "Herr" Ortsgruppenle! 5.rs, Θῦσο «τ to use that form in 
writings They were merely addressed by their titles, Furthermore Heyse 
points out that Sprenger, the alleged author of these two circulars, was 

eas a former civil servant and officor, exceedingly and personally ccrrect 
where the form and signatures of such writings were concerned; and that he 
corrected even the smallest errorse.if it was merely a matter of punctuation 


so that it is unthinkable that the two 





29 July-JHel-Biolsi H1056 —0042 


circulars, with their innumerable errors of expression and punctuation, origin- 
ated from him, or that he would even have signed then. 

As to tho contents of the two circulars, Heyse explains that in tho 
internnent camp he has spoken to more than one hundred political leaderse 
Not one of these political leaders has heard anything pertaining to the 
contents of those circularse Heyse himself never has heard anything of the 
kinds He states that tne contents of both circulars are thoroughly contra- 
dictory to the entire attitude and conduct of Sprengere 

In conclusion, vb "t s exact knowledge 
things, being a close collaborator wiin Sprenger for many years, it is 
completely impossible that Sprenger has published these two circularse 

May I make a statement pertaining to this affidavit? 

It is requested that this affidavit also be translated, because charges 
made on the basis of these circulars are so completely incriminating to the 
political leader -- and therefore I believe we should be permitted to express 


our opinion pertaining to the origin of these documentse The copy of the 
ae 


Picavits have set off in blue penci” marking, the various matters which are 
most important to us. The original also has the same markings in blue, 

I request translation of this affidavit. 

COPISSIONER: Wiil you advise the Commission as to the statement in 
tho ο σι n2Ptaieing to the affia.t speaking with one hundred political 
lcarioz^3 

Muent of March 19343; and also m 
nly the typewritten name of Sprenger, 
sessed to the hroisloiters, and 
both ο... ο lace Teil to in "hor; externo. form, correspondence with the 


Pam, +- M. T n - .- 6 X" 
j -= t LJ 


ο τος ΟΥ 81 i10X0 02. 

COW'TSEI'HER:; But tho question is -- did the affiant speak with the 
100 political ‘Leaders in tho intornnont camps? 

Die GRUBE: Yes, that is what tho affidavit says. 


COZ.ISSIQNER: Any objections t» tho affidavit? 


(Νο objectinns).e 


Lot the affidavit be marked Political Leaders Noe 32 for identification, 


and request of the defense counsel for translation be noted in the record. 
TAMER SEE 
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DR. GRUBEsAffidavit Noe 33, by Dre Paul Steinhauser, 

The second affidavit pertaining to Document D-728 cones fron Dr. Paul 
Stcinhaucre It was submitted 260701946, and we marked it with Noe33. 

In his affidavit Dr. Steinhauser states, firstly, that the defense 
attorney has showr him photostats of document D-728. Furthermore, ho explai:.s 
that 1 affidavits originating from former political leaders of the Gau Hessen- 

Sau were shown him, in the originale Based on statements of Dre Steinhauser, 
these hl affidavits originated with 3 Kreisleiters, 16 Ortsgruppenleiters, 2 
Kreisambleiters and 20 Ortsgruppenantloiters, Dr. Steinhauser in his affidavit 
assures as follows: 

First, in their affidavits the entire hl political leiters of the Gau 
Hessen-Nassm stato that they were informed of the alleged circular of Kreisleiter 
Sprenger for the first timo during the visit of the defense counsel in April 
1946, or that they came to know of it froma newspaper article in March 19ἱιόν 

Second, up to the time of capitulation none of the ll political leiters 
had become aware that Gauleiter Sprenger had ordered that the Kreisleiters were 
to retire to the interior of the Reich ^t the approach of thc eneny, that files, 
etc. were to be destroyede 

Thirdly, none of the ll political leaders knew anything about the so- 
called peoples! X-ray exoninaticns with tho purpose of destroying sick people, 

Fourta, m n2 cf the lil political leaders, particularly not the Kreis 
or Orbsgruronl at 5, Tere acquainted with the fact that political leaders and 


their wives nad received more rations at any time, or were to to issued more 


Docusen; D-728, on the basis of its external appearance, cannot be 


a Parir of f.cial letter. 
Sixth, sentence structure and style of Document D-728 contain an unusual 


nunber of errors against the General German language usage and Party official 
terminolory. 

Seventh, the contents of Document D-720 is absurd and in all its points 
contradicts the orders of tho Party, 


Eighth, the forn and content of Document Ῥ-783 make it easy to recognize 


that this is a forgery, 


Translation of this docunent is requested because of its importance. 


5280 
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COTISSIONER: Any objecti ns? 

(Hc objections) 

CO iSSICNER: Let tho affidavit be marked Political Leaders Noe 33 for 
identifications 

The request of counsel for transl^tion of the affidavit is noted in 
the record, 

Re GRUBE: The last affidavit su mitted by us is an affidavit of Dre 
Volimann pertaining to the Party courtse The last affidavit, Noe3he It is 
dated lh.74l6. Affimt was Chairman of the Supreme Party Court of the NSDAP 
from 1,31,11-19h5. In his affidavit, afciant treats of the problem as to 
whether Party judges wore political le "ors. His nost important statements can 

|. as follows: 

le The party courts were purely ^onor courts which were competent 
exclusively for Party members, 

Muring his time of officotho Party judge was not permitted to exer- 

ty function, or to belone t: any Party organization. 

Secondly, party judges were not subordinate to the disciplinary 
authority of the H sheitstracgere The Party judges, Hoheitstrager had no command 
authority, nor tho right to issue direc’.vese 

lh. Up to the 31st of December 19h2 the special position of the 
Party judges was expressed also in the uniform, since contrary to the political 
leaders they all wore blue velvet collar patches with their unifornse 

D. After new directives worc issued on the lst of January 1943, the 

till were not political leaders. They v C to be assimilated 
political leaders corrésponding torank and positio Not even that, 
however, w2s put into practico, 

6. The seventh editicn of the Organization Book of the NSDAP for tho 
year 1913 contains an article entitled "Party Judges and Political leaders, 
This Organization Book also, which was issued after new directives had been 
publishec, sicws the Kreis and Gau courts corresponding in rank to the political 
leaders in contrast to the way it was sham in previous editions. But they 
are still outside of the staff of Kreisand Gauleitors, | 

7% Thus, at no tire were tho Party judges accounted as belonging to the 
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consequently, they do not belong to tho politic: 
in the sense of the customary Nazi terminology. 

There are only very few parts |^ this affidavit to be translated, as 
marked in blue e. -Since this is practice! ly the only person making a statement 
pertaining to Party jucges I would appr ciate it if my request would be granted, 
for the translation of those partse 

COMMSSICNER:.. Any objections? 

(No objection) 

COMMSSICNERs ΤΕ I understand correctly, this affidavit is from a 
Judge of the Nazi Party Court? 

DR. GRUBBS Yes, it comes from t..2 Chairman of the Supreme Party Court. 

COPISSIONERs  eeeeeeednd represents tho attitude and opinicns of the 
Judges of the Party? 

DR, GRUE: eecceeelino, by the verbatin words of tho prosecuti onw ould 
cone within the charges levollod against the political leaders in tho indictrent 
filec before the Tribunale 

COMMISSIONER: Let the affidavit be marked Political Leaders Noe3l 
for identification, And the request cf defendant's counsel for translation is 


noted in the record, 


Di. GRUBE: No further affidavits. 

COM 1SSIONZR: No further affidavits to be presented on the part of the 
politicol leaders this week? 

DE. GRUBE: 3, ti ) ffi davi sertaining to the trade associations, 
professicnal ass 

COMMISSIONER: When will you have them, Dre Grube? 

DR. GRUBE: 19 could continue this afternoon. 

COMISSICNER: That includes your summary? 

DR. GRUBE: No, I have nothing to do with it, really, but they will 
be ready tomorrow, I understand. 

COMMISSIONER: I am pretty sure that ycu understand that summaries of 


the affidavits in the compound are to be prepared by the defense ready to submit 


to the Commission by Wednesday. I understand you have more affidavits for 


this afternoon. 





Vig INQ 


DR. GRUBI: It will not be myself, but Dre Link or Dr. Kraus, 


The Commission will adjourn now until two o'clocke 
doo Uo HH 
The foregoing is a true and correct transcript of the submission 
of Affidavits by Dre Grube, taken on 29 July 1966 
Winkler 
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